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to be said on this subject is to explain in what sense
God is either personal or impersonal. We are at the
mercy of words. Most men use them as if they were
mere inventions for concealing what we wish to say,
A * person' in ordinary speech is an individnal. It
implies the conjunction of a rational mind with a
bodily form. We do not call a brute a person, for a
person is higher than a brute. We do not. call a mind
a person, for a body is necessary to the very idea of
person. Some of the Fathers held that God was a
body. They felt it difficult to conceive of God other-
wise than under the form of a man. Corporeity was
to them personality. Socrates, the historian, says that
the monks of Egypt made a riot in Alexandria because
Theophilus denied that God was corporeal. This was
to them a denial of personality. They were right.
Personality must go with corporeity. Schleiermacher
wisely dismissed personal from the attributes of Deity.
The question, he said, between us and the Materialists
is, not whether there be a personal, but whether there
be a living God. The converse of personal is imper-
sonal. In the sense of incorporeal God is impersonal.
He transcends the limits of finite personality. He is
an infinite mind. If words could always be under-
stood, it would be the profoundest reverence to deny a
personal God.

In logical order Dr. Stoughton's lecture might be
said to follow the Dean of Canterbury's, It is the
first approach to the subject of evidences proper.
Christianity was established by miracles. There is a
multitude of ideas connected with miracles, which it
is necessary to keep very clearly and very distinctly